In this paper I develop an analysis of the alternation between verb-third (V3) and verb-second (V2) in the older West Germanic languages in terms of information-structural considerations. I present the situation in Old English and Old High German as well as new data from Old Saxon, proposing on the basis of this data that there were (at least) two possible left-peripheral targets for verb-movement in Proto-West Germanic, Force 0 and Fin 0 , with information-structural considerations determining the surface constituent order of neutral declarative clauses. Strict V2, under this account, is a more recent development in Old Saxon and later Old High German. Konstanzer Online-Publikations-System (KOPS) URL: http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:bsz:352-0-405473
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Old Saxon, Old English, Old High German, V2, V3, information structure, split CP 14.1. INTRODUCTION This paper focuses on the V2/V3 alternation that has often been observed in Old English (OE) main clauses. Some scholars (e.g. Westergaard 2005; Hinterhölzl and Petrova 2009b) have speculated that the V3 pattern resulted from an innovation in Old English. In this paper I present this alternation and my analysis of it, then draw on comparative data from the other early Germanic languages, Old High German (OHG) and the little-studied Old Saxon (OS). It will be argued that the possibility of V3 is more likely to be the result of shared retention than of innovation among these languages. The approach has in common with Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) the idea that information structure is key to understanding the V2/V3 alternation, and that this should be captured in terms of a split CP. However, I call into question their hypothesis (2009b: 325-6) that V2 in OHG arose from reanalysis of V1 orders accompanied by a left-dislocated aboutness topic while V3 in OE/OS arose from reanalysis of V2 orders with initial familiar topic accompanied by a left-dislocated aboutness topic.
I argue that this hypothesis is not supported by the data, and that it is in any case not well founded from the point of view of diachronic methodological parsimony. Sections 14.2, 14.3, and 14.4 of this paper deal with the clausal left periphery in OE, OHG, and OS respectively, and Section 14.5 sketches a diachronic scenario. Section 14.6 summarizes and concludes.
THE STRUCTURE OF THE LEFT PERIPHERY IN OLD ENGLISH
A first glance at the syntax of OE main clauses 'suggests a strong parallelism' between OE and modern Germanic V2 languages such as Dutch and German ( van Kemenade 1987: 42 In all of these examples the verb follows the first constituent; in wh-questions such as (3), and where an adverb such as þa or þonne is initial, this pattern is essentially exceptionless (Eythórsson 1995: 293) , and it is the majority pattern in main clauses in general. Many scholars have analysed this as uniform leftward verb-movement: to C in the case of van Kemenade (1987) and to Fin 0 in the case of Roberts (1996) . Where the subject is pronominal, as in (4), it almost invariably precedes the verb in main clauses (Haeberli 1999b: 335) . Van Kemenade (1987: 138-40) was aware of such examples, in which the second-position constituent is a subject, and argued that an asymmetry between pronominal and non-pronominal subjects arose because the former were clitics. Pintzuk (1999) took a similar line, in the process noting that examples such as (5) existed in which the object appeared to be proclitic. The
existence of examples such as (6) was first brought to light in generative research by Allen (1990: 150-151) , and their 6 relative prevalence was established by Haeberli (2002) Bech (2001), Westergaard (2005) , van Kemenade and Los (2006) , Walkden (2009) and Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) suggest that the factor unifying examples such as (4)-(6) is that the elements in second position are all discoursegiven; Westergaard (2005) and Westergaard and Vangsnes (2005) present a close parallel from a recent synchronic study of Tromsø Norwegian. If this information-structural approach is correct, then analyses such as those of Pintzuk (1999 ) or Fuß (2003 , positing V-to-T 0 -movement and variation in whether the subject moves to SpecTP, are unenlightening with regard to V3 unless additions are made. Walkden (2009: 60) and Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b: 324) proceed to formalize the 7 information-structural patterns in terms of the cartography of the split CP in the tradition of Rizzi (1997) . Here I will base my analysis on the more nuanced split-CP hierarchy presented in (7), from Frascarelli and Hinterhölzl (2007) , following Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) .
(7) ForceP > ShiftP > ContrP > FocP > FamP* > FinP (Frascarelli and Hinterhölzl 2007: 22; their (37) ) It is assumed that movement of constituents to these leftperipheral positions in OE is relatively unconstrained.
Following Aboh (2008) and Cruschina (2009) , I take information-structural features to be present in the syntax, added in the numeration; the element bearing these features must then enter into an Agree relation with a left-peripheral head. Where the probing features are associated with a movement-triggering feature, an EPP-feature in the sense of Chomsky (2000 Chomsky ( , 2001 or a generalized movement-triggering feature ^ in the sense of Biberauer, Holmberg, and Roberts (2014) , the lower element must move into the relevant specifier position.
Multiple landing sites for the finite verb are needed; I hypothesize that these are (at a minimum) Force 0 and Fin 0 (cf.
also Roberts 1996) . I assume that in OE, Force 0 always requires a constituent to be merged in its specifier. This may be satisfied In neutral declarative contexts, on the other hand, the verb moves as far as Fin 0 but no further, with other elements able to move past it into the left periphery of the clause.
Crucially, familiar topics, which represent given information, may move to SpecFamP. An analysis of V3 in these terms immediately explains the high prevalence of subject pronouns in SpecFamP, since unstressed subject pronouns are 'the 9 canonical instance of a given nominal' (Westergaard and Vangsnes 2005: 137) . As FamP may be recursive, as indicated by the Kleene star, sequences where multiple personal pronouns precede the verb such as those discussed by Koopman (1992) can be accounted for unproblematically. (8) and (9) 1977; Evers 1981 Evers , 1982 can only be used to account for the absence of verb-movement to Force 0 in subordinate clauses under this analysis. Roberts (1996: 160) proposes that complementizers in OE are first Merged in Fin 0 , thus blocking verb-movement. The complementizer then moves to Force 0 because 'the selected Force of embedded contexts requires PFrealisation ' (1996: 160) . While this account solves the technical problem, the PF-realization requirement is no more than a stipulation, and the account also faces learnability problems:
how is the acquirer to discern the first-Merge position of the complementizer? In the framework of Roberts and Roussou (2003) and van Gelderen (2004) , one might expect it to "grammaticalize" upwards by eliminating the movement and treating Force 0 as its first merged position, but this would give the wrong result for OE. Nevertheless, I will adopt this proposal, since I have no better answer to this problem at present.
THE STRUCTURE OF THE LEFT PERIPHERY IN

OLD HIGH GERMAN
In this section I broaden the picture by introducing data from a second early West Germanic language, Old High German.
Much of the data is drawn from Tomaselli (1995) and Axel (2007), although the analysis I develop is closer to that of Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) . Since many of the relevant facts about OHG are the same as for OE, this section will be briefer than the preceding one. (Axel 2007: 63) .
Examples of subject-initial and non-subject-initial verb-second are in (10) and (11) There is no need to assume with Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) that OHG differed substantially from OE in this regard. However, it is true that the movement of subject pronouns to SpecFamP appears to be optional in those OHG texts in which it occurs at all, whereas it is virtually obligatory in OE (Haeberli 1999b: 335) . Furthermore, as Axel (2007: 244-5) demonstrates, in early OHG texts pronouns may intervene between wh-elements and the finite verb. While this pattern is usually assumed to be ungrammatical in OE (e.g. van Kemenade 1987: 196) , it seems that in OHG wh-questions do not behave differently from other main clauses. These more nuanced differences will undoubtedly reward future research.
THE STRUCTURE OF THE LEFT PERIPHERY IN
OLD SAXON
Along with OE and OHG, OS is one of only three West Germanic languages to have a textual tradition dating back to the first millennium AD. Two main texts exist from this period:
the Heliand, a gospel harmony written in alliterative verse of 5,968 lines, and fragments of a version of the Genesis story, also in verse. Both can be dated to the first half of the 9 th century.
Given the antiquity of these texts, it is surprising that, in comparison to the vast amount of work dealing with the constituent order and clause structure of OE, OS has rarely been given any serious attention, a lack noted elsewhere in the literature (e.g. by Linde 2009: 366) . For the most part, traditional philological works on syntax (e.g. Behaghel 1897) and grammars in the philological tradition (e.g. Gallée and
Tiefenbach 1993) have had nothing to say about OS clause structure, and the extensive survey of verb position in the early Germanic languages by Eythórsson (1995) only mentions OS in passing. The only book-length study is Ries (1880) , which due to its antiquity is useful only as a point of departure for the modern linguist. Rauch (1992) , Erickson (1997) , and Linde (2009) also discuss constituent order, but without going into particular detail.
My own data consist of an exhaustive sample of the finite clauses in the Heliand, using the Behaghel and Taeger (1996) However, this example is as inconclusive as (21) and (22) with regard to underlying structure. Since extraposition and heavy NP shift must be postulated for OS as for OE, it is possible to argue that the verb in (23) is unmoved and that the postverbal 20 constituent en idis fan adrom thiodun 'a woman from another tribe' has in fact been moved rightward over it. Since this constituent represents new information-as acknowledged by Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b: 320 )-this state of affairs is all the more likely, as rightward movement (at least in OE) appears to be driven by information-structural considerations (Pintzuk 2005: 124, n. 12; Taylor and Pintzuk 2009 ).
Furthermore, as for (21) and (22), in context it is entirely possible to analyse (23) as an embedded clause with the meaning 'where a woman from another tribe approached him'.
The extreme rarity of this order in my corpus must also be taken as an argument against its productivity. For OE, the order XP-SubjPron-V fin is 'used consistently' (Haeberli 1999b: 335) when an element other than þa, þonne 'then' or a whphrase is fronted. In the Heliand, by contrast, there are 462 examples of V2 declarative main clauses in which the subject pronoun follows the finite verb, e.g. (24) and (25), and 223 examples of V2 declarative main clauses in which the subject pronoun precedes the finite verb. All of these can be seen as 'missed opportunities' (Faarlund 1990: 17-18) In other words, they posit that OE and OS underwent a process of reanalysis that caused clause-external aboutness topics to be integrated into a clause with a clause-internal, TP-external familiar topic (26a-b). In OHG, on the other hand, this clauseexternal aboutness topic is integrated instead into a clause in which initial position is occupied by the finite verb (27a-b).
These topics are then reanalysed as originating inside the clause (26b-c,) (27b-c). V3 as a syntactic possibility in OE and OS thus results from the innovation in (26a-b). Hinterhölzl and Petrova's (2009b) general approach is appealing in many respects, since they offer a detailed consideration of the interaction between information structure and constituent order which makes nuanced predictions; furthermore, they attempt to account for a wide range of data.
However absence of evidence is not evidence of absence. However, at the very least the prevalence of XP-V fin -SubjPron is an argument against treating OS and OE as identical in this regard.
Hinterhölzl and Petrova's reanalysis schema in (27) German is in fact the product of a similar innovation to that which took place in OE.
There are also a few conceptual problems with this analysis. The schemata in (26) and (27) for an early summary, and Walkden 2014: ch. 5); if it can be established that null arguments were significantly more common in OHG and OS than in OE, it may be plausible to posit a causal nexus, though such a change would have to have taken place before the onset of the textual record, rendering the claim difficult to assess.
Several further, language-specific changes must be posited in order to capture the intricacies of the data. For instance, V2 must have become generalized in OE whquestions, since both in OHG (Axel 2007: 244-5) and Gothic (Eythórsson 1995: 25) pronouns were able to intervene between wh-elements and the finite verb. 4 Furthermore, if it is the case that only pronouns and not full XP topics could intervene between the initial XP and the finite verb in OHG, then an explanation for this qualitative difference as compared with OE is required. Detailed consideration of these questions is beyond the scope of this chapter.
To summarize: under the scenario sketched here, Proto-West Germanic had generalized V2/V3, i.e. verb-movement to Fin 0 and no further, in ordinary declarative clauses, with the surface occurrence of V2 or V3 depending on the informationstructural status of clausal constituents.
CONCLUSION
In Sections 14.2, 14.3, and 14.4 I showed that the syntax of OE, OHG, and OS with respect to verb placement in neutral declarative main clauses was extremely similar, but that differences existed, primarily in the frequency of occurrence of V3 clauses: these are extremely common and apparently the default pattern in certain contexts in OE, rare but still abundantly attested in OHG, and, crucially, nonexistent in my corpus of OS. The alternation between V2 and V3 in OE was shown to be information-structurally conditioned. I developed a (partial) feature-based analysis of the relevant movements within a cartographic framework in which informationstructural features are present in the syntax, based on Walkden (2009), Axel (2007) and Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) , and argued that OS differed from OE and early OHG in that it had generalized V-to-Force 0 movement.
Using the data and analysis from these sections I then outlined a diachronic scenario whereby OS (and later OHG) lost the possibility of V3 and generalized V-to-Force 0 29 movement. Such a scenario was shown to be preferable to that of Hinterhölzl and Petrova (2009b) , an account which faces certain empirical and conceptual problems discussed in detail in Section 14.5.
If my account is along the right lines, some light is shed not only on the syntactic properties of the early West Germanic languages but also on those of unattested stages of the Germanic family tree. Behaghel, Otto, and Burkhard Taeger. 1996 . Heliand und Genesis, 10th edn. Halle: Max Niemeyer.
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